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Amendments to the Drawings: 



The first attached bheet of drawings includes changes to FIG. 16. This sheet which 
Includes FIGS. 16 & 17, replaces the original sheet including FIGS. 16 & 17. In FIG. 16, 
reference number 886 hap been changed to 887. Reference number 890 has been changed 
to 868. Reference number 892 has been changed to 889. 

The second attached aheet of drawings includes changes to FIG. 21 . This sheet, 
which includes FIGS. 21, 22 & 23, replaces the original sheet Including FIGS. 21 , 22 & 23. 
In FIG. 21, previously omitted reference number 892 has been added. 

Attachment: 2 Replacement Sheets 

2 Annotated Sheets Showing Changes 
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REMARKS 

Claims 1-46 ara pinding In the application. Claims 1-4, 6, 10-13, 15. 19-22, 24, 28- 
31 , 33 and 37 Stand rejeojed. Claims 38-46 have been allowed. 

The Examiner hasj Indicated that claims 5, 7-9, 14, 16-18, 23, 25-27, 32, and 34-38 
would be allowable If rewritten in independent form to Include all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any Intervening! claims. Applicants have amended claims 5. 14, 23 and 32 as the 
Examiner has suggested.! 

Objections to Drawings ! 

The drawings hav£ been objected to as falling to comply with 37 CFR 1 -84(pX5). 
Specifically, the Examine? has objected to FIG. 3, because the elements labeled with 
reference numbera 90 & ^2 were assertedly not sat forth in the specification. See 2/6/06 
Office Action, p. 2. 

Applicants have afnended the specification to Include more specific description 
corresponding to the elenjients labeled with reference numbers 90 & 92. Specifically, 
Applicants have amended the paragraph beginning on page 8, line 14, and ending on page 
8, line 24. See Amendments to the 3p0clflcatlon, supra. Thus, Applicants believe the 
objection to FIG. 3 is Improper and should be removed, In light of the amendments to the 
specification herein. 

Additionally, the Ejxominer has objected to the drawings as falling to comply with 37 
CFR 1 ,84(p)(4). Specifically, the Examiner has objected to FIG. 16 because: I) the reference 
number "890" has been ujaed to designate both a step in FIG. 16 and an Interface converter 
paddle; and II) the reference number "892* has been used to designate both a step In FIG. 
1 6 end an Interface converter peddle. Applicants have amended FIG. 16 to delate reference 
numbers # 890" and u 892.i The elements of FIG. 16 have been renumbered to eliminate the 
double referenoe. Applicants have also amended the specification to be consistent wtth 
these Amendments to th4 Drawings, See Amendments to the Specification, supra. The 
objections to the drawing^ are thus traversed, and are respectfully requested to be 
withdrawn. 

I . : 

I 

Objections to the Speculation 

The Examiner has} objected to the disclosure at page 18,; line 31, stating that 
transceivers 810" should be "transceivers 820." Pursuant to the Examiner's suggestion, 
Applicants have amende^ the disclosure at page 1 8, line 31 , to recite 'transceivers 820, M 
See Amendments to the specification, supra. 
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The Examiner has; objected to the disclosure at page 21 , line 22, stating that 
"coupled to transceivers $10" should be "coupled to transceivers 820." Pursuant to the 
Examiner's suggestion, Applicants have amended the disclosure at page 21, line 22, to 
recite "coupled to transceivers 820." See Amendments to the Specification, supra. 

The Examiner has| objected to the disclosure at page 23, line 3, stating that "notifies 
serdes 810" should be "notifies serdes 830," Pursuant to the Examiner's suggestion, 
Applicants have amendecj the disclosure at page 23 r line 3, to recite "notifies serdea 830." 
See Amendments to the Specification, supra. 

The Examiner ha? also objected to the title of the Invention. The Examiner has 
stated that the "title of thej Invention Is not descriptive," and has Indicated his preference for a 
new title that is "clearly Indicative of the invention to which the dalms are directed." See 
2/8/06 Office Action, p. 3.| In response, Applicants respectfully assert that their current title, 
CONVERTING DATA SIGNALS IN A MULTIPLE COCMMUNICATION PROTOCOL 
SYSTEM AREA NETWORK, Is sufficiently descriptive and clearly Indicative of the invention 
to which the claims are ducted. Pursuant to 37 CFR §1 .72 and MPEP §608, the title of the 
Invention must be as ahoijt and specific as possible. The title should be brief but technically 
accurate and descriptive J Applicants assert that their current title is technically accurate and 
descriptive and maintains; the required brevity. 

Thus, Applicants assert that the objections to the specification are thus obviated 
and/or traversed, and are! respectfully requested to be withdrawn. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. 51 02(e) 

Claims 1-*, 6, 10-13, 16, 19-22, 24, 28-31, 33 &37 stand rejected und*r35 USC 
§102(e) as being anticipated by Latlf et aL (U.S. Pat No. 6 t 400,730; hereinafter referred to 
as "Latlf '), Applicants respectfully travere© thie argument. 

With regard to the! Latlf reference the Examiner refers specifically to Applicants' claim 
1 9 and then asserts that llhese arguments also apply to ail other Independent claims in the 
same way. Thus, Applicants wilt also address claim 19 first, and then address the other 
Independent claims. 

Claim 19 recites: ; 

A method for concerting data signals, comprising: 

determining whether a coupled Interface converter paddle coupled 
to a serdes comprises a first Interface converter paddle or a second 
Interface converted paddle, the first Interface converter paddle associated 
with a first communication protocol, the second interface converter paddle 
associated with a jsecond communication protocol: 

Identifying ithe communication protocol associated with the 
coupled Interface bonverter paddle; 



19 



PAGE 22/28 * RCVD AT 5/512006 7:26:26 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVR:USPT0-EFXRF-1/1 7 * DNIS:2738300 * CSID:720 377 0777 * DURATION (mm-ss):07-34 



M^y 05 2006 5:29PM Hensley Kim & Edgington, 720-377-0777 

i 



p. 23 



Attorney Docket No. 233-593-USP 

receiving aj plurality of data signals from the coupled interface 
converter paddle; and 

deserializing the data signals according to the Identified 
communication protocol, 

Latlf generally dtebbsoo a method and apparatus for transferring date between IP 
devices over an IP netwoijk. See Abstract. Specifically Latlf discloses data exchanges 
between storage devices Using a switch 135. Switch 135 is apparently configured to receive 
data from dtfferent Interfaces, each apparently having a different data or frame format- See 
col. 6, lines 44-48. Swltcli 135 the apparently translates data received from a source port In 
one of three formats into $n internal format and transfers the data In the Internal format 
through switch fabric 140 ito a destination port. See col. 6, lines 52-55. 

Latif does not discJose any teachings on how or with what apparatus, If any, the 
different data formats arejtranalated within switch 135. Certainly. Latlf does not disclose a 
device, such as the coupled Interface converter paddle of Applicants' claim 19, which 
determines whether or nolt it is coupled to a first interface converter paddle or a second 
Interface converter paddle. Latlf Is silent on any methods of converting different types of 
data signals, let alone usihg any converter paddles for such a purpose, as disclosed by 
Applicants' claim 1 9. Certainly, Latif does not disclose each and. every element of 
Applicants' claim 19, as It! does not specifically recite the step of 'determining which Interface 
converter paddle Is coupled to a serdes\ as taught by the first limitation of Applicants' claim 
19. 

Latif s switch 135 Is apparently capable of merely receiving data from different 
interfaces. However, Latfr does not disclose devices or methods for more Intelligent 
determination (as taught (n the first limitation of Applicants' claim 19) or Identification (as 
taught in the second limitation of Applicants' claim 19). The mere fact that the switch 135 of 
Latlf Is capable of receMtj>fl_dlffenent data eignals does not further indicate that that the 
switch 135 is also capably of making any determinations or identifications about the 
protocols of those signals! and then responding accordingly. Assuming otherwise is not 
enough to support a 1 02 [ejection. Latlf simply does not disclose each and every element or 
step of Applicants' claim 19. Thus, Applicants respectfully traverse the Examiner's rejections 
herein and submit that clilm 1 9 Is in condition for allowance In Its current form. Accordingly, 
dependent claims 20-22 ind 24-27 are also in condition for allowance, at least for the reason 
that they depend from anjalloweble claim 19. 

Furthermore, Latifi does not recite any of the structural elements recited In Applicants' 
claims 1, 10, 28, and 37, j Specifically, Latlf does not teach or disclose first and second 
Interface converter paddlps as taught by Applicants' claims 1,10, 28, and 37. Latif does not 
recite the structure elements of Applicants' claims 1 , 1 0, 28, and 37, much less teach the 
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step of 'determining 1 whlcl? Interface converter paddle Is coupled to the serdee utilising a 
communication protocol, j 

Thus, Applicants respectfully traverse the Examiner's rejections and submit that 
claims 1,10, 28 t and 37 are In condition for allowance tn their current form. Accordingly, 
Applicants' dependent claims 2-4, 6-9, 11-13, 16-18. 29^31 and 33-36 are also In condition 
for allowance, at least for the reason that they dBpend from allowable independent claims 1 , 
10 or 28. 

i : 

Allowable Subisct Matter I 

Clalma 5, 7-9, 14, H6-18, 23, 25-27. 32, 34-36 have been objected to as being 
dependent upon a rejectejd base claim. However, the Examiner has Indicated that these 
claims would be allowable If rewritten in independent form to Include all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. Applicants have amended claims 5 f 14, 23 and 
32 to include all of the limitations of the baaa claim and any Intervening claims. No new 
matter has been added. Applicants submit that claims 5. 14. 23, and 32 are now in condition 
for allowance. 

Applicants submit that dependent claims 7-9, 16-18. 25-27 and 34-36 are In condition 
for allowance In their current form and Incorporate their above arguments, supra. 

Conclusion 

Claims 1-46 are pending In the application. Applicants believe that all of the pending 
claims are In a condition far allowance. Prompt issuance of a Notice of Allowance is 
earnestly solicited. If the jExamlner should require any additional information or amendment, 
please contact the undersigned attorney. 

Dated; May 6, 2068. 



Respectfully submitted 




Pefer B. Scun. RegfetfStion I 
Attorney for Applicant 
USPTO Customer No. 48929 



Hensley Kim & Edgington, LLC 
1860 Lincoln Street, Suite 3050 
Denver, Colorado 80264 
Tel: 720-377-0770 
Fax: 720-377-0777 
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